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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 9-10 and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Bahrs et al. (6,002,874). The previous rejections are hereby repeated with bold 
lettering to indicate responses to the applicant's remarks. 

What is claimed is : Bahrs et al. 

9. An apparatus for universal See the title and the abstract. 

Programming language conversion 
Between two different sequential... 



A processor for instantiating classes 
In a framework... 



See item 404 of fig. 4. 
Here the apparatus merely includes a 
processor. The intended use of the 
processor does not create or define a 
new apparatus. Furthermore, the 
types of programming languages 
used in the processor does not 
define a new processor; however, 
see col. 31 lines 4-13 and col. 1 lines 
44-48. 



See col. 2 lines 28-45. The conversion, 
although not considered to enable a 
new processor, is inherently provides for 
via, for example, the goto structure. The 
applicant is directed to the definition 
of the term syntax (see page 382 of 
Que's Computer Programmer's 
Dictionary attached), which is defined 
as "T/ie rules specifying the form of 
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the statements used in a given 
language (therefore, it is different for 
each language) and how the 
statements may be combined into 
programs. Therefore, as previously 
indicated syntax conversions from 
one language to another requires 
stripping of the original format and 
transforming to the syntax required 
for the target language to avoid 
errors, see also the background and 
summary of the two newly cited 
references (2002/0040359, 
2006/0277029 and 6,523,172) which 
are listed to indicate the state of the 
art of conversions from one language 
to another. 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



4. Claims 9-10 and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 

by Tondreau et al. (2003/0226123). 

Claims Tondreau 

9. An apparatus for universal See the title and the abstract. 

Programming language conversion 
Between two different sequential... 



A processor for instantiating classes See item 404 of fig. 4. 
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In a framework. 

Here the apparatus merely includes a 
processor. The intended use of the 
processor does not create or define a 
new apparatus. Furthermore, the 
types of programming languages 
used in the processor does not 
define a new processor; however, 
see col. 31 lines 4-13 and col. 1 lines 
44-48. 



See col. 2 lines 28-45. The conversion, 
although not considered to enable a 
new processor, is inherently provides for 
via, for example, the goto structure. The 
applicant is directed to the definition 
of the term syntax (see page 382 of 
Que's Computer Programmer's 
Dictionary attached), which is defined 
as "The rules specifying the form of 
the statements used in a given 
language (therefore, it is different for 
each language) and how the 
statements may be combined into 
programs. Therefore, as previously 
indicated syntax conversions from 
one language to another requires 
stripping of the original format and 
transforming to the syntax required 
for the target language to avoid 
errors, see also the background and 
summary of the two newly cited 
references (2002/0040359, 
2006/0277029 and 6,523,172) which 
are listed to indicate the state of the 
art of conversions from one language 
to another. 

5. Claims 9-10 and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 



by Dupuy etal. (6,523,171). 
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Claims 



Dupuv 



9. An apparatus for universal 
Programming language conversion 
Between two different sequential... 



See the title and the abstract. 



A processor for instantiating classes 
In a framework. 



See item 404 of fig. 4. 



Here the apparatus merely includes a 
processor. The intended use of the 
processor does not create or define a 
new apparatus. Furthermore, the 
types of programming languages 
used in the processor does not 
define a new processor; however, 
see col. 31 lines 4-13 and col. 1 lines 
44-48. 



See col. 2 lines 28-45. The conversion, 
although not considered to enable a 
new processor, is inherently provides for 
via, for example, the goto structure. The 
applicant is directed to the definition 
of the term syntax (see page 382 of 
Que's Computer Programmer's 
Dictionary attached), which is defined 
as "T/ie rules specifying the form of 
the statements used in a given 
language (therefore, it is different for 
each language) and how the 
statements may be combined into 
programs. Therefore, as previously 
indicated syntax conversions from 
one language to another requires 
stripping of the original format and 
transforming to the syntax required 
for the target language to avoid 
errors, see also the background and 
summary of the two newly cited 
references (2002/0040359, 
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2006/0277029 and 6,523,172) which 
are listed to indicate the state of the 
art of conversions from one language 
to another. 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 10/20/06 have been fully considered in reference to 
claims 9-10 and 15-16; but, they are not persuasive, for the reasons specified above. 

7. Claims 1-8 and 11-14 are allowed. 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John Chavis whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3720. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9:00am-5:30pm, EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




John Chavis 

Primary Examiner AU-2 193 



